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- v -
KITTY BURTON, 
D e f e n d a n t - A p p e l l a n t . 
Case No. 20879 
BRIEF OF RESPONDENT 
APPEAL FROM CONVICTIONS OF EXCEEDING THE 
LAWFUL SPEED LIMIT AND OPERATING A MOTOR 
VEHICLE WITHOUT A VALID UTAH DRIVER'S 
LICENSE, IN THE THIRD JUDICAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR SALT LAKE COUNTY, THE HONORABLE 
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STATE OF UTAH, 
Plaint i f f -Respondent , 
- v -
KITTY BURTON, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
Case No. 20879 
STATEMENT OF ISSUES PRESENTED QN APPEAL 
The sole issue presented in this appeal is whether 
defendant has articulated any grounds for reversal of her 
convictions and sentence. 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
Defendant, Kitty Burton, was charged by information 
with exceeding the lawful speed limit and operating a motor 
vehicle without a valid driver's license, violations of' South 
Salt Lake City Ordinance Sections 8D-10-3(2) (a) and 8D-11-8 
(R. 9). After being convicted as charged in justice of the peace 
court, defendant received a trial de novo in district court on 
June 12, 1985 (R. 4, 15). The district court found against 
defendant and ordered that the previously imposed sentence of 90 
days in jail, suspended upon payment of a $299 fine, be 
reinstated (R. 3, 15). 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
All the facts relevant to this appeal are set forth 
above in the "Statement Of The Case." 
SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 
Although defendant appears to raise two constitutional 
issues on appeal, she fails to support her arguments with any 
relevant legal analysis or authority. Therefore, her convictions 
and sentence should be affirmed. 
ARGUMENT 
POINT I 
BECAUSE DEFENDANT FAILS TO SUPPORT HER 
ARGUMENTS WITH ANY RELEVANT LEGAL ANALYSIS OR 
AUTHORITY, THIS COURT SHOULD DECLINE TO RULE 
ON THEM AND AFFIRM HER CONVICTIONS AND 
SENTENCE. 
Under the current law, final judgments of justices of 
the peace in criminal cases may be reviewed by this Court only 
when the defendant raises a constitutional issue. State v. 
Hamilton, 22 Utah Adv. Rep. 31, 32 (1985), £JL£ins UTAH CODE ANN. 
§ 78-3-5 (Supp. 1985). Here, defendant appears to raise two 
constitutional issues: alleged violations of the right, to travel 
and of the prohibition against cruel and unusual punishment. 
However, she fails to provide any relevant legal analysis or 
authority in support of her arguments, instead relying primarily 
on numerous quotations from various religious writings. 
Moreover, there is no readily apparent legal authority that 
supports defendant's constitutional attacks on her convictions 
and sentence. Under these circumstances, the Court should 
decline to consider defendant's claims and affirm her convictions 
and sentence. $££. State v. Cook. Utah, P.2d , No. 
20436, slip op. at 1 (filed January 16, 1986), citing State v. 
Williamson. 674 P.2d 13 2 (Utah 1983); State V. AmJCQne, 6 89 P.2d 
1341, 1344 (Utah 1984) . 
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CONCLUSION 
Based upon the foregoing argument, defendant's 
convic t ions and sentence should be affirmed. , 
RESPECTFULLY submitted t h i s °*/ day of January, 
1986. 
DAVID L. WILKINSON 
Attorney General 
DAVID B. THOMPSON £/ 
Ass i s tant Attorney General 
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